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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 
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4) £3 Claim(s) 1-27 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, 
more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Ise, et al. (5,140,647). 

With regard to claim 1, Ise, et al discloses capturing an image (inputting an image or 
reading an image using an image input apparatus, such as a scanner), dividing the image into a 
plurality of image segments, i.e., image portions, performing image processing, i.e., performing image 
joining using an image processor, on each of the plurality of image segments; and storing each of the 
plurality of image segments on the storage medium, i.e., memory (col. 1, lines 38-46; col. 13, lines 15-58; and 
Figs. 1-3, and 18). The recitation "a method for decreasing image acquisition time in a digital image 
Device" has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the preamble. A preamble is 
generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely recites the purpose of a process or the intended 
use of a structure, and where the body of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, 
instead, the process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 F.2d 67, 190 
USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) mAKropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 
Nevertheless, this feature reads on col. 1, lines 7-11 and lines 32-48). 

With regard to claim 2, the method according to claim 1, wherein the performing step 
comprises performing image processing on each of the plurality of image segments sequentially (See for 
example, col.l, lines 43-46). 

With regard to claim 3, the method according to claim 2, wherein the storing step 
comprises beginning storage of each of the plurality of image segments as soon as a first 
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one of the plurality of image segments arrives at the storage medium (See for example, item 1 1, in Fig.l). 

With regard to claim 4, the method according to claim 3, wherein the performing step 
and the storing step are performed simultaneously on at least two of the plurality of 
image segments (See for example, items 21 and 22, which are processed simultaneously and stored in 
item 23 as illustrated in Fig. 3). 

With regard to claim 5, the method according to claim 3, wherein the dividing step comprises: 
dividing the image into a plurality of image segments that overlap one another (See for example, col.4, lines 47- 
48; and col. 13, lines 24-27). 

With regard to claim 6, the method according to claim 1, further comprising: stitching, i.e., joining, 
the plurality of image segments together to restore the image after the performing step (See for example, item 
23, in Fig.3; and col. 2, lines 2-9). 

With regard to claim 7, the method according to claim 6, wherein the stitching step 
comprises: stitching the plurality of image segments together sequentially following 
the performing step (See for example, Figs. 3 and 18). 

With regard to claim 8, the method according to claim 6, wherein the performing step 
comprises: performing at least a portion of the image processing in at least two 
parallel image processing stages (See the processing stages shown in Fig. 18). 

With regard to claim 9, the method according to claim 1, wherein the performing step 
comprises: performing at least a portion of the image processing in at least two parallel image 
processing stages (See the processing stages shown in Fig. 18). 

Claim 10 is rejected the same as claim 1. Thus, argument analogous to that presented above for claim 1 
is applicable to claim 10. Ise, et al further discloses a computer-readable medium computer-executable 
instructions for performing the steps recited in the claim (See for example, Figure 1). 
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Claims 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18 are rejected the same as claims 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
respectively. Thus, arguments analogous to those presented above for claims 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 are 
respectively applicable to claims 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, and 18. 

Claim 19 is rejected the same as claim 1 except claim 19 is an apparatus claim. Thus, argument similar 
to that presented above for claim 1 is equally applicable to claim 19. 

Claims 20, 21, 22, and 23 are rejected the same as claims 2, 3, 6, and 8 respectively except claims 20, 
21, 22, and 23 are apparatus claims. Thus, arguments analogous to those presented above for claims 2, 3, 6, and 
8 are respectively applicable to claims 20, 21, 22, and 23. 

With regard to claim 24, the method according to claim 1, further comprising: storing image file 
information on the storage medium, wherein the image file information corresponds to the plurality of 
image segments for an image stored on the storage medium (See for example, item 9, in Fig.l); and updating 
the image file information that has been affected by the image processing performed on any one of the plurality 
of image segments (See for example, col. 4, lines 35-60). 

With regard to claim 25, the method according to claim 24, further comprising: modifying, i.e., 
correcting, at least one of the plurality of image segments stored on the storage medium that has been affected 
by the image processing performed on subsequent ones of the plurality of image segments stored on the storage 
medium (See for example, col. 4, lines 35-60). 

Claims 26 and 27 are rejected the same as claims 24 and 25 respectively. Thus, arguments analogous to 
those presented above for claims 24 and 25 are respectively applicable to claims 26 and 27. 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. US 
Patent Numbers: 4979096, 5682197, 5986668, 6054999, and 6173077. 
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4. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 



directed to DANIEL G MARIAM whose telephone number is 703-305-4010. The examiner can normally be 
reached on M-F (7:00-4:30) FIRST FRIDAY OFF. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, LEO 
BOUDREAU can be reached on 703-305-4607. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 



directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-306-0377. 
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